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before war in the respective places for which they hold licenses at present.
This is a distinction the justice of which it is difficult to understand. It
is the so-called competition on the part of the Indian traders in the smal-
ler townships that is feared, but my Association ventures to say that, in
such townships, there are very few Indian traders. They are mostly in
Johannesburg, where, after all, the prejudice is not so strong, and
where competition cannot be felt because European traders are in
an overwhelming majority. Is it, then, right that the few Indian traders
are to be deprived of the means of livelihood? For it cannot be too often
repeated that it is impossible to remove the Indian trade now going on
outside Bazaars to the Bazaars with any prospect of success. My Asso-
ciation would give a few illustrations.
In Rustenburg, for instance, there is one and only one Indian trader
who is trading in the town, although he did not trade there before war.
It may be parenthetically remarked that he has been trading for years
in Johannesburg. Is this one man to remove to a Bazaar, which is prac-
tically a wilderness where there is no traffic, and which is probably a
dangerous place for one man to live in? And will the removal of one man
make any appreciable difference in the business now being done by the
other traders in the town?
The case in Schweizer Rcneke is, if possible, even more serious.
There are two Indian traders there who did not trade before war in that
locality, although at least one of them traded before war in the Trans-
vaal. The place itself consists of very few houses and is very sparsely
inhabited. Gould these two men be expected to do any business in
the Location which is situated far away, and is at present totally
uninhabited ?
Such instances could be multiplied. They shew the extreme dis-
proportion between the means to be adopted and the result to be attained.
The removal of these traders scattered throughout the country to Bazaars
would be, in the opinion of my Association, a very violent remedy without
its curing the disease alleged to exist. My Association can quite under-
stand the wish that no further licenses to new Indian arrivals should be
granted for trade outside Bazaars, but it is very difficult to reconcile one-
self to an attitude which disregards what arc undoubtedly vested interests,
for the licenses that were granted last year were received by the Indians
openly in a bona-fide manner, and were given by the British officers with
the knowledge that they were giving them to Indians, although they
were not engaged in trade within their districts prior to war, on the grounds
that they were refugees. There were no conditions attached at the time
of issuing those licenses.
My Association, therefore, respectfully asks whether it is worth while
disturbing a handful of Indian traders who have already established
themselves in business, have got in a large stock, and, in some cases, secured
long leases of the premises in their occupation. My Association ventures
to believe that you represent not merely the European interests but the
4-6